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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-9, 1 1-19, 21-29, and 31, 32, and 35-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Jaaskelainen, Jr. (US #6,002,397). 

As per independent claim 1, Jaaskelainen, Jr. teaches a method for displaying hidden 
information on a display screen, the display screen displaying a plurality of application windows, 
a first window of the plurality of application windows obscuring the hidden information within a 
second window of the plurality of application windows (fig. 2A; from col. 4, lines 64-67 through 
col 5, Hnes 1-12), comprising the steps of 

creating a viewport as a topmost window in response to a first user interaction {window 
hatch J JO; fig. 2B; col. 5, Hnes 12-27 and lines 35-41); 

associating the second application window with the viewport in response to a second user 
interaction; displaying the hidden information in the viewport whenever the viewport is 
positioned over the hidden information (fig. 2B; col. 5, lines 26-35); 
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capturing at least a portion of the hidden information displayed in the viewport as static 
information in the viewport (hidden information captured in window hatch 1 10 of fig. 2B is 
static). 

As per claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1, Jaaskelainen, Jr. teaches a third application 
window obscures the hidden information within the second window (fig. 2A; fi*om col. 4, lines 
64-67 through col. 5, lines 1-12). 

As per claim 3, which is dependent on claim 1, Jaaskelainen, Jr. teaches displaying the 
hidden information in the viewport includes displaying a portion of the hidden information (fig. 
2B; col. 5, lines 26-35). 

As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 1, Jaaskelainen, Jr. teaches creating a 
viewport as a topmost window in response to a first user interaction includes providing an 
appHcation viewport tool (col. 5, lines 50-55 and col. 6, lines 6-13), 

As per claim 5, which is dependent on claim 1, Jaaskelainen, Jr. teaches the method of 
claim 1 further comprising the step of 

relocating the viewport wherein a first portion of the display occupied by the viewport and 
displaying the hidden information is restored to a normal display of the first application window 
upon moving the viewport to a second portion of the display that is not contiguous with the first 
portion (col. 5, lines 51-55); it is inherent in Jaaskelainen's system that when the window hatch 
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is repositioned to the second portion of the display that is not contiguous with the first portion, 
the display (in the first portion) occupied by the window hatch and displaying the hidden 
information is restored to a normal display of the first application window. 

As per claim 6, which is dependent on claim 1, Jaaskelainen, Jr. teaches the method of 
claim 1 fiarther comprising the step of 

capturing the hidden information displayed within the viewport wherein the hidden 
information displayed within the viewport becomes invariant in response to a user interaction 
(col 12, lines 35-41). 

As per claim 7, which is dependent on claim 6, Jaaskelainen, Jr. teaches the method of 
claim 6 fijrther comprising the steps of 

relocating the viewport fi*om a first portion of the display to a second portion of the 
display; continuing to display the invariant hidden information within the viewport (col. 12, lines 
35-41). 

As per claim 8, which is dependent on claim 1, Jaaskelainen, Jr. teaches the viewport can 
be resized (col. 10, Unes 26-33). 

As per claim 9, which is dependent on claim 1, Jaaskelainen, Jr. teaches the viewport 
includes a plurality of viewports (fig. 2E; col. 6, lines 22-27). 
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As per independent claim 1 1, it is a similar scope to claim 1; therefore, it should be 
rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 12, which is dependent on claim 1 1, it is a similar scope to claim 2; 
therefore, it should be rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 13, which is dependent on claim 1 1, it is a similar scope to claim 3; 
therefore, it should be rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 14, which is dependent on claim 1 1, it is a similar scope to claim 4; 
therefore, it should be rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 15, which is dependent on claim 1 1, it is a similar scope to claim 5; 
therefore, it should be rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 16, which is dependent on claim 11, it is a similar scope to claim 6; 
therefore, it should be rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 17, which is dependent on claim 16, it is a similar scope to claim 7; 
therefore, it should be rejected under similar rationale. 
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As per claim 18, which is dependent on claim 1 1, it is a similar scope to claim 8; 
therefore, it should be rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 19, which is dependent on claim 1 1, it is a similar scope to claim 9; 
therefore, it should be rejected under similar rationale. 

As per independent claim 21, it is a similar scope to claim 1 ; therefore, it should be 
rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 22, which is dependent on claim 21, it is a similar scope to claim 2; 
therefore, it should be rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 23, which is dependent on claim 21, it is a similar scope to claim 3; 
therefore, it should be rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 24, which is dependent on claim 21, it is a similar scope to claim 4; 
therefore, it should be rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 25, which is dependent on claim 21, it is a similar scope to claim 5; 
therefore, it should be rejected under similar rationale. 
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As per claim 26, which is dependent on claim 21, it is a similar scope to claim 6; 
therefore, it should be rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 27, which is dependent on claim 26, it is a similar scope to claim 7; 
therefore, it should be rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 28, which is dependent on claim 21, it is a similar scope to claim 8; 
therefore, it should be rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 29, which is dependent on claim 21, it is a similar scope to claim 9; 
therefore, it should be rejected under similar rationale. 

As per independent claim 31, it is a similar scope to claim 1 and 3; therefore, it should be 
rejected under similar rationale. 

As per independent claim 32, it is a similar scope to claim 1 and 3; therefore, it should be 
rejected under similar rationale. 

As per independent claim 35, it is a similar scope to claim 1; therefore, it should be 
rejected under similar rationale. 
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As per independent claim 36, Jaaskelainen, Jr. teaches a method for displaying hidden 
information on a display screen, the display screen displaying a plurality of application windows, 
a first window of the plurality of application windows obscuring the hidden information within a 
second window of the plurality of application windows (fig. 2A; fi'om col. 4, lines 64-67 through 
col. 5, lines 1-12), comprising the steps of 

creating a viewport as a topmost window in response to a first user interaction (window 
hatch 110\ fig. 2B; col. 5, lines 12-27 and lines 35-41); 

associating the second application window with the viewport in response to a second user 
interaction; and displaying the hidden information in the viewport whenever the viewport is 
positioned over the hidden information wherein movement of the hidden information within the 
second window is influenced by the viewport (fig. 2B; col. 5, lines 26-35). It is further notice 
that a user can move the window hatch 110 (fig. 2B) to reveal different hidden information by 
defining new hatch areas (col. 5, lines 25-35 and lines 50-55). As a resuh, movement of the 
hidden information within the second window (104 of fig. 2B) is influenced by the movement of 
the hatch areas. 

As per independent claims 37-40, these claims are rejected under the same rationale as 
claim 36. 

As per independent claim 41, Jaaskelainen, Jr. teaches a method for displaying hidden 
information on a display screen, the display screen displaying a plurality of application windows, 
a first window of the plurality of application windows obscuring the hidden information within 
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both a second window and a third window of the plurality of application windows (fig. 2A; fi'om 
col. 4, lines 64-67 through col. 5, lines 1-12), comprising the steps of: 

creating a viewport as a topmost window in response to a first user interaction (window 
hatch 110; fig, 2B; col. 5, lines 12-27 and lines 35-41); 

associating either one of the second application window and the third application window 
with the viewport in response to a second user interaction; and displaying the hidden information 
of the associated window in the viewport whenever the viewport is positioned over the hidden 
information (fig. 2B, col. 5, lines 26-35; fig. 2C, col. 5, line 56 - col. 6, line 3; col. 6, lines 6-13). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the ait to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 33-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Jaaskelainen, Jr. (US #6,002,397) in view of Diedrichsen et al ("Diedrichsen", US 
#5,920,313). 

As per independent claim 33, Jaaskelainen, Jr. teaches a method for displaying hidden 
information on a display screen, the display screen displaying a plurality of application windows, 
a first window of the plurality of application windows obscuring the hidden information within a 
second window of the plurality of application windows (fig. 2A; from col. 4, lines 64-67 through 
col. 5, lines 1-12), comprising the steps of 
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creating a viewport as a topmost window in response to a first user interaction wherein the 
viewport includes a minimize all button (window hatch I JO, fig, 2B; col. 5, lines 12-27 and lines 
35-41); 

Jaaskelainen, Jr. does not disclose the viewport includes a minimize all button. According to 
Diedrichsen, the OS/2 Workplace developed by International Business Machines Corporation 
features the use of collections of related windows (work area) whose behavior is coordinated. If 
the user minimizes a work area all windows opened from an object in that work area are 
removed from the desktop; if a user restores a work area, all windows that were open when the 
work area was closed are restored to their previous positions (col. 2, lines 11-18). It would have 
been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to use the teaching from Diedrichsen of 
the viewport includes a minimize all button in Jaaskelainen, Jr.'s method since it would be a 
faster process of minimizing all windows. 

associating the second application window with the viewport in response to a second user 
interaction; displaying the hidden information in the viewport whenever the viewport is 
positioned over the hidden information (fig. 2B; col. 5, lines 26-35); and 

capturing the hidden information displayed within the viewport wherein the hidden 
information displayed within the viewport becomes invariant in response to a user interaction 
(the hidden information in window hatch 1 10 of fig. 2B would not be changed in response to a 
click on it from a user). 

As per independent claim 34, it is a similar scope to claim 33; therefore, it should be rejected 
under similar rationale. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 7/15/2003 have been fially considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicants argued the following: 

(a) There is no basis to combine Jaaskelainen, Jr. with Diedrichsen. Jaaskelainen, Jr. does 
not teach associating any of the window mode controls with the hatch, so a proper combination 
of Jaaskelainen, Jr. with Diedrichsen would add the minimize all button to all the applications 
that support the hatches and not to the hatches themselves. Thus, the only way to minimize all 
the hatches would be to minimize all the windows. This is undesirable in many situations when a 
user desires to use the windows without the viewports/hatches. The rejection has not explained 
how the cited references teach the addition of a mode control to each of the hatches rather than to 
the window supporting the hatch, 

(b) A proper combination of Jaaskelainen, Jr. and Diedrichsen would fail to satisfy all the 
limitations of claims 33-35, including: the capture of hidden information that becomes invariant 
in response to a user interaction. 

(c) The cited references do not teach that aspect of the present invention in which a user 
is able to scroll hidden information in underlying window using the viewport. As taught in the 
present invention, moving a viewport will cause information revealed in the viewport to 
automatically scroll by simply repositioning the viewport, under the appropriate conditions. 

(d) The cited reference to Jaaskelainen, Jr. teaches that a single hatch may be associated 
with a single underlying window, and that a user must collocate a second hatch with a first hatch 
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in order to reveal a second obscured window through the first window. One preferred 
embodiment of the present invention teaches that a single viev^ort may be associated with any 
obscured, underlying window, and that association may be easily changed by the user so that 
either window may be associated alternately with any of the obscured window. The cited 
reference has many special conditions to ensure collocation of windows, and special tests that are 
necessary because of collocated windows. The invention of claim 41 does not have these 
conditions and tests, and offers advantages to a user not available in the prior art. 

The Examiner disagrees for the following reasons: 

(a) In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or 
modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some 
teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the 
knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 
5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 
1992). It is well known in the computer art that any window must have some type of window 
controls in order to minimize, maximize, or close the window. Jaaskelainen, Jr. does not 
specifically describe about the window controls associated with the window hatches, but window 
controls are inherent in Jaaskelainen, Jr.'s window hatches. Therefore, it is proper to combine 
Jaaskelainen, Jr. with Diedrichsen because it would be a faster process of minimizing all 
windows. 
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(b) According to the claimed language, "the capture of hidden information that becomes 
invariant in response to a user interaction". The capture of hidden information in the window 
hatch in Jaaskelainen, Jr.'s system is obviously invariant in response to a user interaction. For 
example, the hidden information in window hatch 1 10 (fig. 2B) would not be changed in 
response to a click on it from a user. 

(c) Jaaskelainen, Jr. teaches a user can move the window hatch 110 (fig. 2B) to reveal 
different hidden information by defining new hatch areas (col. 5, lines 25-35 and lines 50-55). As 
a result, movement of the hidden information within the second window (104 of fig. 2B) is 
influenced by the movement of the hatch areas. 

(d) According to Jaaskelainen, Jr., col. 6, lines 6-13, multiple window hatches can be 
created easily at a particular position (e.g. at the position of window hatch 1 10 of fig. 2B) to help 
the user to look through different window hatches to reveal different hidden information in the 
obscured, underlying windows (windows 104 and 106 of fig. 2B and fig: 2C). Since multiple 
hatches can be created at the same position, they can be treated as a single window hatch having 
different modes, in which each mode is responsible for each associated obscured, underlying 
window. Therefore the multi-mode window hatch above may be associated with any obscured, 
underlying window, and that association may be easily changed by the user, by switching 
between different modes, so that the muhi-mode window hatch may be associated alternately 
with any of the obscured window. 



Inquiries 
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5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to Nhon (Gary) D Nguyen whose telephone number is 703- 
305-8318. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 8 AM to 
5:30 PM with every other Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessftil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L Kincaid can be reached on 703-308-0640. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306, 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 



Nhon (Gary) Nguyen 
August 20, 2003 



KRISTINE KINCMO 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 



